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REMARKS 

Claims 2, 3, 7-19 remain in this application. Claims 1, 4-6 have been canceled. 
Claims 2, 3 , 7-16, 18-19 have been amended. 

Claims 1, 4-6 have been canceled to overcome the 35 U.S.C.103 rejection. 

Claim 3 has been amended to overcome the 35 U.S.C.103 rejection. 

Claim 7 has been amended to overcome the 35 U.S.C.112 second paragraph 
rejection. 

Claim 18 and 19 were amended to overcome the 35 U.S.C.102 rejection. 
Claims 2, 7-16 have been amended to depend upon claim 3. 

Reconsideration of this application is requested. 

Claim rejections U.S.C. 112 

Claims 1-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C.112 second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly pointing out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 has been canceled no longer claiming matter which formed the basis for 
the examiners rejection. However claim 3 has been amended to make grammatical sense 
as follows: 

"a) a plurality of path rollers defined as cylinders and a web of substrate material 
held taut between the a plurality of path rollers, wherein said web is driven at high 
speeds by a printing press, " 



Claim 7 has been amended to structurally define the claim as follows: 
"7. (currently amended) The web cleaner as recited in claim 1 wherein said pair 
of counter rotating rollers having a differential speed to that of the web further 
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comprising a motor constructed to provide a differential speed to said pair of counter 
rotating rollers to that of the web from 9. 75 feet per second (3 metres per second) to 
35. 75 feet per second (11 metres per second). " 



Claim rejections U.S.C. 102 

Claims 1, 2, 4-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C.102(a) as being anticipated by 
U.S. publication 2003/0046787 (Howard). 

Claims 1, 2, and 4-19 are anticipated by claims 1-17, respectively. The examiner 
stated that; "A pair of separating bars (claim 1, item c) is considered to be equivalent to 
the claimed skiving bar. The angles specified in claims 10, 11, 12 are considered to 
constitute "right angles'*. 

As amended claim 1, 4-6 have been canceled no longer claiming matter which 
formed the basis for the examiners rejection. 

As amended claims 2, 7-17 now depend upon claim 3. 

As amended claims 1 8 and 19 now include the limitations of claim 3. 

Claim rejections U.S.C. 103 

Claim 3 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Howard 
in U.S. Patent No. 6,598,261. 

A document swearing behind the issue date of the U.S. Patent 6,598,261 
(Howard) (see ANNEX B) which is 07/29/2003, is enclosed wherewith which overcomes 
the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection. 
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Inasmuch as claims 2, 7-16 have been amended to depend upon claim 3 and claim 
18 and 19 have been amended to include all of the limitations of claim 3 the 103 rejection 
should be withdrawn. 

Accordingly, the rejections under 35 U.S.C 102, 103 and 112 are deemed 
overcome by applicant's amendment and remarks. 

Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested and allowance of the instant 
application is solicited. 

No fee is deemed necessary at this time. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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